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DETAILED ACTION 

The previous indication of allowable subject matter is withdrawn in light of new 
art found ("SSH FAQ - Manpage of ssh", found while working on another application), in 
light of recent rulings by the Federal Circuit Courts, and in light of further consideration 
of the claims in light of the specification. Any inconvenience is regretted. Note that as 
requested in the remarks filed by applicant, the examiner attempted to contact 
applicant's representative before sending out this office action. However, no one 
returned the messages left by the examiner even after waiting several days. 

Claims 7, 14, and 20 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 7, 14, and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

1 . "the computer system" in line 7 of claim 7, line 10 of claim 14, and line 7 of claim 
20 lacks antecedent basis. 

2. Claims 7, 14, and 20 all recite "...identity switching is accomplished in only one 
user step ". Upon further consideration of the specification, the metes and 
bounds of these claims cannot be determined since the specification provides no 
guidance as to what is meant by "one user step". The closest disclosure the 
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examiner can find is in paragrapli 24 of tine specification which discusses 
authorizing access being done in "one step". From the example given in the 
cited paragraph, it appears that identity switching can be considered to be done 
in "one step" if the alternate username and/or password is provided as part of the 
user name string. It is unclear if identity switching can be accomplished in only 
one user step in other manners or not. Further, note that claims 7, 14, and 20 
refers to "providing the first username and alternate class are entered into a 
single character string so that identity switching is accomplished in one user 
step". Since from the claim language neither the alternate username nor the 
password is provided as part of a user name string (as discussed in the 
specification), what criteria should be used to judge as to whether identity 
switching is accomplished in only one user step. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Regarding claim 7, it is noted that as per method claims, the Federal Circuit 
Courts recently ruled that for method claims to be statutory, the method must either (1) 
be tied to a machine or (2) transform an article, see In re Bilski, 545 F3d 943, 88 
USPQ2d 1385 (Fed. Cir. 2008). 
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It is submitted that claim 7 as currently recited appears to fail both the tests set 
forth by In re Bilski since the steps of the method could be accomplished by two people 
interacting with each other — this neither requires a machine or transforms an article. 
The recited receiving step could be accomplished by a first person receiving login 
information from a second person written on a piece of paper, wherein the login 
information is written on a single line on the paper. The first person could then perform 
the authenticating step by visually verifying the login information written on the paper, 
and if the information is correct, the providing step could be accomplished by the first 
person letting the second person into a room where a computer system is located, the 
computer system providing an experience of an alternate class. Note that merely 
providing access to the computer system does not necessarily tie a computer to the 
method since the providing step could be accomplished by the first person not taking 
any actions to prevent the second person from accessing the computer system. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 7, 14 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
"SSH FAQ - Manpage of ssh", herein referred to as sshfaq. 
Claims 7, 14, and 20: 
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As per claim 7, sshfaq discloses a method for switching identity of a user (p1 , 
"ssh [-1 login_name] hostname" and DESCRIPTION section, first paragraph) that has a 
first username associated with a firs class of users (p1 , DESCRIPTION section, 
paragraph 3. Note that the ssh command allows a user from a local machine to log 
onto a remote machine and gain access to the remote machine as a user having an 
account on the remote machine. Further, note that sshfaq recognizes that it is possible 
for the local and remote machine to have users having the same user name: ". . .the user 
names are the same on both seides, the user is immediately permitted to log in". This 
means that a first username is associated with a first class of users (i.e. the group of 
users having an account on the local machine) and the first username could also be 
associated with an alternate class (i.e. the group of users having an account on the 
local machine). Note that the claim is being read in light of the specification and since 
paragraph 3 disclose that a class of users refers to a group of users, users having an 
account on a local machine is considered to be a different class of users than the users 
having an account on the remote machine.), the method comprising the steps of: 

1 . Receiving login information from the user, the login information including the first 
username (i.e. "login_name" following ssh -I), an alternate class (i.e. 
"hostname"), and a password (p1-2. The password could either be provided via 
a file or entered by a user on a prompt), the first username and the alternate 
class being received as part of a user identification input of the login information 
entered by the user (p1 , SYNOPSIS section). 
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2. Authenticating the user based on the first username and the password (p1 , 
DESCRIPTION SECTION, paragraph 2 and p2, last three paragraphs). 

3. Providing access to the computer system as the alternate class (p2, next to last 
paragraph ). 

4. Wherein the alternate class is different than the first class (p1-2). The 
group/class of users having an account on the local machine is inherently 
different from the group/class of users having an account on the local machine. 

5. In the receiving step, the first username and the alternate class are entered into a 
single data field as a single character string so that identity switching is 
accomplished in only one user step (p1 , "ssh [-1 login_name] hostname" and 
DESCRIPTION section, first paragraph). Note that the ssh command, the 
login_name, and the hostname are all entered into a single character string into 
the local terminal. 

Claims 14 and 20 recite substantially similar subject matter and are rejected for 
similar reasons as claim 1 . The difference with claim 14 is that it refers to a computer 
program producing comprising a storage medium readable by a processing circuit and 
storing instructions for execution by the processing circuit to perform the method of 
claim 7. Since ssh is done in a computer network, such a computer program product is 
inherent to sshfaq. The difference with claim 20 is that it refers to a system having an 
interface login and processor to perform the method of claim 1 . These items are also 
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inherent to sshfaq since ssh is done on a computer system and using a terminal/slieli 
(i.e. interface login). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PONNOREAY RICH whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7962. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-4:30pm Mon-Thurs. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ponnoreay Rich/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2435 



